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Combermere's  timely  victory  served,   therefore,   to  dissipate  " a
notion which had threatened to become a political danger " *
Amherst's aggressive policy, though not lacking the justification The re-
of success, did not approve itself to his masters at home    Theforms of
Directors were alarmed by rapidly increasing expenditure, the Board h^f ^[
of Control were aghast at accumulating responsibility.    Consequently tinck,
Amherst was recalled hi 1827, and there was appointed to succeed1828"1835
him a man who could be trusted to give a new turn to British policy
in India.    Twenty years before, Lord William Bentinck had been
Governor of Madras, and had been recalled for lack of vigour in
dealing with a serious mutiny at Vellore (1806).    But the son of a
former Prime Minister, and the kinsman of the Prime Minister of the
day, got a second chance in 1827, and used it to the full.
For close on a century the Company's territories in India had
expanded with astonishing rapidity, and now as a result of almost
continuous war and almost continuous annexation John Company
bad-become the the Lord Paramount in Hindustan. Two results only
could justify that position : firstly, the suppression of the anarchy
which prevailed on the dissolution of the Mughal Empire and the
restoration of order and stable government to miserably distracted
peoples ; and, secondly, the amelioration of the social and economic
condition of our new subjects in India The first task was to a large
extent achieved under the rule of Lord Wellesley and Lord Hastings.
Order was evolved out of chaos and legal rule was substituted for
lawless violence. The second and even more difficult task was that
to which Lord William Bentinck set his hand.
With his name no great extension of territory is associated. HeConstitu-
was compelled, in 1830, to place Mysore under British administration ^^^.
and protection, and in 1834 he annexed the httle territory of Coorg,
in consequence of the flagrant tyranny of the Raja, and " m con- India
sideration of the unanimous wish of the people ". But not by these
things is the rule of Bentinck remembered. In 1833 an important
change took place in the constitutional position of the Company.
Its Charter was renewed by Parliament for another twenty years,
but only on condition that it abandoned finally its commercial
monopoly, and ceased to carry on trade at all. At the same time
there was added to the Governor-General's Council a fourth (legal)
member, who was not to be the servant of the Company, and the
Governor-General of Bengal was transformed into the Governor-
General of India with power to legislate, in Council, for the whole of
British India. A Commission was also appointed to revise and
codify the law. The first legal member of Council and the first
President of the Law Commission was Macaulay. At last, therefore,
the old confusion, deplored as long ago as 1776 by Adam Smith, was
finally resolved. The Company ceased to be a Merchant, and was
1 Hunter, op. cti. p. 206.